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ABSTRACT * ^ ^ u 

This research assesses the ways the ^young-ola differ 
in attitudej^^. As part ©f^a larger study ^ data were coli^icted^by 
personal interview with 224 people aged 55 to 74^ and 42 persons aged 
75 and over raving in an urban center and a rural coiinty in Kentucky, 
^Each person respgnded to 72 - agree-disagree statements constituting 24 
attitude' scales ^bout economic well-being/ self-image^ morale^ 
eonmunity life^ family relationshipsj^ and general outlooks ih, both^ 
urban and rural samples the young-old reported more favorable 
socioeconomic conditions thatn the old-old. In the rural' area slight 
differences were found between the attitudes of the young-old by a 
ration of 5.5 to one. Several hypotheses are suggested to explain .th^ 
more favorable attitudes found among the old-old in the metropolitan 
center. (Author) # 
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. * ATTITUDES: YOUNG-OLD AMD OLD-OLD . * 

Existins literature in social sarontology iusseots that age groups 
in industrialized societies are becoming increasingly differentiated, a 
phenomenon that provides a structural base for major social* changes 
and ^justments (Riley, et al,, 1972)/ A relatively new and meaningful 
age division has occurred in the United States among ojder persons. 
Those aged $5 to 74 have been designated the young-old and those 75 
and pvoj^ arc callqd the old-old (Neugart^ri X974, 1975) • Data on thesi 
tx7o age groups in various settings o£ the country vrould b^ usefuj. to 
program planners. In a short time the^ young-bid .v7iU become the \ 
old-old and they will carry with them many oiE their psychological^nd 
social characteristics. . . 

' This paper focuses on subjective ^aspectd of well-being a6 reflected . 
.in. the attitudes o% ybung-old and old-old persons living in two communities 
• in the United States — one* a rural county in the Southern Appalachian 
Region and the other a. metropolitan cehter located just outside the 
Region, The general hypothesis ejcomined is jthat the young-old would 
reveal a more favorable subjective life than the old-old people. Answers 
are sought to f^^ro questidns. (1) In^whatj ways do the yoUng-old and the 
old-old in the t^^o-^oinm^/nitieo differ in their attitudes? , (2) IJhat 
implications do the findings have for theory anid^ practice in social; 

gerontolo'gy? Information relevant to these questions Shodld Ug^- useful 

. < . ■ ■ ' ' ' '' . . . 

' to groups and organizations involved in planning future progtams £0?: 

olde^r persons -in thp tvo, communities. s 



lETIlODS 

^ In 1971, data x^ere collected by peroonal interview tyith representa- 
t^ve samples of nen and women aged 20 and over Uvins in^r\iral county of 
the Southern Appalachian Region and in a metropolitan center located just 
outside thefRegion. The urban center had a population of about 160,000 
and the ruijal county had a population of about 6, 500* The s^amples 
^ dravm included 266 persons aged 5$ and over who constituted' the respondents ^ 
in the following report. "Mong them were 90 young-old and 20 old-old 
in the urban center and 126 young-old and 14 old-old in thei^ rural county* 
The 266 respondenlfs included 172 women and 94 men, and the ratio of women 
to men was somewhat greater in the urban center than the rural area. 
As might be expected, the youn^-old persons were more advantaged 

« 

socially and eponomically than the o}.d-old. In both urban and rural aamples', 
the youns-old, compared with the pld-old, included a larger proportion of 
married persond, reported higher annual incomes, and possessed fevjer health 
vailmento. One quarter, of the young-old but no.ie oJ the old--old were, in the 
labor force* .'In the urban sample, the educational levels of the young-old 
and old-old were approxijnatdly equal, but in the rural sample the young- ^ 
• old had received more formal education than the old-old. The respondents 
V7ere almost entirely of the ^Protestant ^ffiith. .A greater proportion of 
.the rural than of the urban sample was born In Kentucky and on a farm (Table 1). 

As used In .this paper, the term "attitude" refers to a complex of 
IcnoT^ledge, beliefs, tioW-one, convictions, and values by trtiich a person 
expresses ways of looking ^jat things and situations (Anderson, 1964). 
Attitudes were assessed by presenting each respondent vrflth 72 statements 
constituting 24 scales on attitudes about self, mor^le^, and QUiEulocrlc, 
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and about family, economic, and cddiaity aorxdieioaa. The thrpeS?tate- 
ments in each scale were deoisned to run in either a "positive" or 
"negative" direction (see Appondl:!:). Respondents gave an "agree", a ^ 
"don't luiow", or a "diKrarsa" answer to each statener.t. These ro-jponses 
x^ere scored three, two, and one, Teypectively, pcrnii..:tins a m?rn score 
ranse from three to nine for each set. Iot.orcoireJ.ntiQns araonc r.->^tements , 
on each sc«l-. ranged from 0,73 to 0,96, indicating that the J.teua did ' 
esseso a common underlying" dimenr ion. In the follovn-Jig analysis, one-tailed 
statistic-.'l tests viere used because of the directional nature of the 
hypotheses,, ' The significance of difference betv7een any two mean attitudinal 
scores was =omputed by using the T-teot (llueller, et al., 1970, 410-416). 
A statistically significant higher mean score on a positive scale and a 
statistically significant lower mean score on a negative scale have been 
designated ^'favorable^' scores. - 



Fli-TDINGS 



In the metropolitan center, subst^tial differences were found 



betv;een the attitude scores of the young-old and old-old persons. 
Comparisons of mean scores on the 24 attitude ^scales yielded 13 statistically 
significant differences bettjeen the two urba»age groups. Of these 13 . 
statistically significant differences in mean scale sbores, the old-old 
persons scored pore favorably than the young-old on eldven, and the 
young-old scored more favorably than the ol4-old on only two, resulting 
in an overall ratio favoring the old-old of" 5.5 to one (Table 2). 

In the rural community only slight differences were found between 
the attitude scores of the young-old and the o^old". Comparisons of 
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mean scores on the 24. attitude scales revealed only four statistically 
significant differences between the two %al age groups. Of those four 
statistically significant differences in. meijn stale scores, the young-old 

scored more favorably than the old-old on thrtee, and the old-old scored 

\ ' ■ \ ■ ' ■ ■ ■ 

more favorably than the yoimg-old on one. x }^ . 

The category of attitude scales yielding the greatest dis^parity 
betvreen yoiing-did and old-old .persons in the urban center was that 
assessing Subjective economic deprivation. Tills category attempted to 
measure the respondents' attitudes about financial worry, about the 
coaditior. of -th^ir ^housing, one A^out t^-sir "fait need for mors money. 
0.1 ^ach-of th3- thra^ nz'-Airke ccaks in'thia cate-ory 'the old- old nersons 
ia.tho ustropolltan cenfear made the more favorable score. Old-old urLan 
?2raor.G, compar^-dl'.rith. tho youn3-old urban percdno , rrorried less about 
their rinanzial condition, revealed -reater Ijaticf action -\:7ith their 
housins, and naintained that they had less need fp% more money. 

^ the rural county only one of the three attitude' scales assessing 
subjective economic deprivation yielded statistically significant 
differences between the young-old and the old-old. The old-old persons 
. in the rural area revealed significantly more dissatisfaction with their 
housing condit(ons than did the young-old rural' residents. No statistically 
significant differences were found betxjeen the ttxo rural 6ge groups m \ 
their attitudes about financial worry or the need for more money. 

The morale of the old-old^ urban persons was somewhat higher than 
that of the young-old urban respondents. This subjective state was 
assessed by means of four atftitude scales which attempted to measure : 
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feelings of pessimism, a sense of dreariness, a feeling of emptiness, 
and general happiness. On po of these four scales the old-old , , 

urban persons Aade a more favorable score than did the urban young-old's* 
The old-old* Sj compared with the young-old's, fojind their lives less 
dreary and repojcted less emptiness in their lives. No significant 
differences were found betv7aen the t^70 urban age groups in attitudes - 
registering pessimism or general happiness, 

'The young-old rural people revealed slightly higher morale 
than did the old-old persons in the rural county. Only one of the four 
attitude scales assessing morale yielded statistically significant 
differences betvjeen tha two^age groups in the rural county. The young- 
old rural people scorel significantly higher pn the general happiness 
scale t!lan did the old -old; respondents in the rural county. Comparisons 
of mean scale a^cores yielded no statistically significant differences 
beti7een the rural youn^*-old^and old-old ^n attitudes reflecting a 
sense of pessimism, dr^arihcss, or emptiness. ^ 

Old-old urban respondents repealed oomewbat more favorable 

0 

attitudes about their connminltles than did the \n:ban people. 
Cbmmunity evaluation wa& assessed by tneans of four ecales, one on 
satisfaction with visiting patterns, one on the degree of ^eighbarlinGss 
in the community, one on a rating of the neighborhood as a place in 
which to live, and a fourth on a general evaluation of their communities. 
The old-old ^nrbanttes scoted^ore favorably than the young-old urban . 
dwellers on two of the four commurHJtX^caUs. -Th^ old-old parsons, compared- 
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with the young-old, revealed more favorable attitudes regardins visiting 
patterns and general community evaluation. No significant differences 
x^ere found betxreen the attitude scores of thj^ urban old-old^ and young- 
old on neighborliness and on the rating given to their neighborhoods • 

In the rural county only one of the four attitude scales evaluating 
cctonunity life yielded statistically significant differences betxxeen the 
young-old and the old-old. Thes» old-old rural persons gave a more favorable 
ratitvs to their neighborhoods thdn did the rural young-old people* On * 
the three remaining attitude scales evaluating visiting patterns, 
neighborliness, and community life no statistically significant 
differences were found between the mean scores of the young-old and pld- 
old in the rural county* ^ 

In general outlook the old-old persons in the metropolitan center 
scored more favorably than the urban young-old by a ratio of tx7o to one* 
Four scales assessed general outlook: attitudes about religion, about 
the use of time, about personal gratification, and attittides reflecting 
a sense of failure. 014-0 Id urban persons revealed stronger feelings 
of personal gratification and less pronounced feelings of failure than 
did the young-old urban men and women* In contrast, the young-old 
urban dwellers revealfed more positive attitudes about the use of time \ 
thar/^d "the^a^^-old uVbanitqs* ^One general outlook scale — t|iat\ 
assessing religious cori^ictl^as — yielded no statistically significant 
difference betTieen the yoting-old and the old-old in the metropolitan — 
center* . , 
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In the rural area no statistically significant, differences were 
found betxjeen the young-old and ol,d-old persons in attitudes reflecting 
a general outlook on life. Young-old and old-old persons in the Tural 
county revealed very similar attitudes about religion, about the use 
of timo, about personal gratification, and about a sense of failure in 

life, y ' 

The urban old-old pejjaonb reviealed a slightly more favorable 
self-image than did the urban young-old. Self-image was identified 
from responses to four attitude scales — one included statements ^bout 
a positive self-image, another about a negative image, a third revealed 
a positive ^elf-rating of health condition, and a f ourth a negative 
rating of health. On one scale — that assessing a negative self-image 
— the old-ol^ urban people made a more favorable score than did the 
urban young-old persons. On the remaining three scales assessing 
self-image, no statistically significant differences were found 
between the mean scores of the urban old-old and the urban young-old. 

^ The rurar young-old persons reported a slightly more favorable self- 
image than did the rural old-old people. On one of the four scales 
assessing self-lmagi — that which attempted to measure a positive self- 
rating of health condition — the yoxing-old rural people made a more 
favorable score than di,d the old-old rural respondents. No statistically 
significant differences were found betijeen the mean scores of the \ 
rural young-old and rural oldiold on the scales assessing a positive^ or a 
negative self-image or on the scale assessing negative health. 



Favorable attitudes, about family life x^ere equally distributed 
betxreen the young^old and the Old-old .in the metropolitan center, 
■five scales constituted the family attitude category, oihese V7ere 
des^ned to assess family pride, family support, family rejection, 
family worry, and satisfaction with fchildhood. The urban young-old 
persona reported less family rejection than did^th^ urban old-old, 
but the old-old persons in the metropolitan community revealed a 
"stronger identification with their families than^did^ the urban young- 
old*. No statistically (significant differenceKwere found between the 
meiuv'attitude scores of the urban young-old and the urban old-old. ^ 
per,sons on the, scales measuring family pride, family worry, an,d 
happiness in childhood. 

In the rural county no statistically significant differences • 
were found between thd young-old and old-old perso;is in attitudes about 
family life. Similar attitxides werd revealed by the two rural .^age 
groups concerning faiiily pride, family suppoirt and rejection, family 
Movtjy and happineos in chiWhood» 

BIPLICATIONS , . 

The fpregoing data have a number of 'implications for theory and 
practice in social gerohtology. The findings in the, urban center do 
not support existing theory, it vras expected that the young-old by 
virtue of their younger years and more desitable social and economic 
conditions would reveal the more favorable attitudes. The decidedly 
mor6 ^favorable attitudes among the old-old thanyamong the young-old 



±xx the ^urban center add to the accumulating literature that late life 

> ■ , ■ . • 

may be associated with a favorable psychological outlook (Itoas and 
Kuypers, 1974). 

Several hypotheses may be suggested to explain the attitudinal 
findings in tlje urban center. One concerns survival. Perhaps the old- 
old persoijs int^rviev/ed in the"" urban center represent the psychological. 

elite of their age cohort. Their positive psychological out^|.oolc tn^ay 

• . . • ■ -# • 

have been an Important factor in their survi4ral* Generational and ad just- 
merit hypotheses may also be relevant ♦ The young-old in the urban center 
* may reflect the attitudes of youngei^per sons who make strong demands 
I upon their social-environmental conditions, llhen these demands are 
Inot fulfilled to a satisfactory deetfee^ the young-old persons may 
report negative attitudes. In conttast, the old-old in the metropolitan 
Center may have liiade ^idjustments td their life conditions. They may 
have been accustomed to rather meager, revjards throughout their lives 
arid they may b^ r^j^tijjely content x^ith what they have in late lile. 
These "ad justments may be reflected in favorable attitudes. ^ 
\ The findings in the urbari center carry some implications for 
future programs for the aged in that community. The young-old will 
becoLie the old-old in the ne&r future, and, they will carry with them 
manylof their present attitudes and exppciiations. When, the present . ^ 
youngl^old b^eom^Hshe old-oid they und^btedW will be less content 
than t^he present generation of old-old persons. They will pro|)ably 
make greater demands upon their community f o^ opportunities and. ^ 
services. It might bqfv/ise for organizations- in the metropblitan 
center to be cognizant o^thj/s • emerging trend in planning programs 
for tliie future. 



The attitudinal findings in the rural county tend to support 
existing theory. The young-old did report more favorable attitudes 
than the old-old. The small number of attitude scale scores that 
differed significantly betwee^ the two rural age groups .suggest some 
chpracteristic^f the rural culture thaF may have implications for 
developing aging programs in that regions. Studied of life in the 



Southern Appalat?hiaa Region of the United gtates^^"^l?w;ea(|ed the strong 
-homogeneous folk character of thte, culture <Ford, 1962; Walls and 
Stephenson, 1972). Apparently it is a society less stratified and less 
segmented by age than urban areas. It appears' that "old-age characteris- 
tics" may set in during later middle age and remain fairly\ constant into 
later old age. It may be inferred that progtams and services developed 
for per'sons of later middle age in the rural county nay be suitable 
for persons of advanced old age. 
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APPENDIX: ATTITIUDS SCALES 

!• Positive JmnKe , Host peoplo -thlrik I am mora friendly' than 
othoro my 050. If I make promioos, I alwayo carry them out, I am. oure 
my appearance io hotter than others ray ago, 2. MQp;attve linaRo, 
SoaQtiBQO I £eol QO thoiigh I cm not much good, 1 wioh I had more 
confidence in toyGclf, All things coaoidorcd, X feel tliQt I aa a 
f«{.I\iro; 3. Poaitlvo Health . health lo good enough for ac to do 
all the things' I v/ant to. liy health ia much bettor than people oy^m 
age. I have perfect health. 4. Negative Health . I worry more- obou! 
ray health than I used to. -I sometimes wioh I wore in better health. ^ 
I xTOuld like to have more health care than I am getting not;, 5. Pessimism . 
NOTjadays, a person has to live for today and let tomorroxr take care of 
itself. In spite of xjhat some people say, the life of the average man 
today is getting worse, not better. It is hardly 'fair to bring children ^ - 
'into the world the way things look for the future. 6. dreariness. 
Vsy life could b<^appier than it is now. Most of the things I do are 
rather dull. This is the dreariest time of my life. 7. Emptiness. 
I feel ray lifefccould be more useful. I don<t knovr x^hat to do with my 
free time. I X7ish I could get more things done each day^, 8. Happiness . 
This is the' happiest time of my life. If I could live my life over 
again, I Tjould live it e:tactly the same X7ay. Taking all things into 
account, I think I am aa happy ho moot people ^y age. 9. Relipjioua. 

rcllsipn helpo ts^ oolvo many of my problems.^ I get a great deal of 
comfort out of my religion. In the final analysis, my religion is the 
only thing I can .really count on. 10. Time. I get upset .if I don't 
have several things' planned each day. I have many ideas about exciting 

■''Adapted from Srole (1956) ^ 
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activities for the next montht I e3^Gct interesting and pleasant 
thinjso to happen to me in the future. 11# Gratification . As* I lopk 
at ray life today, I am more than satisfied t7ith it. I have ijotten 
pretty much uhat I expect out of llfe^ I have everything I need to 
make* mo happy* X2. Failure . If I could live ray life over again, I 
would do thinso differently, I often get tired of trying to do the 
ciSht thins. Some doyo I don't thinlc life is worthy living. 13. 
Pamllv Pride , tly parents uero much more succesoftil In life than 1 
V7ill cver-bo. I am plcaocd that ny relotivos have turned out eonjcll. 
tlhen I woo a child, I felt that my family xjos much better off than other 
familioo I Ichcx*. 14. Family Support . I know I can olxjays count on 
help frWw family if I really need it. I always asU advice of my 
family be£orc making any decisions. My g^^oatest happiness in life 
comeo.from my family. 15. Family Rejection . Friends are more 
important to me than relatives. Most families have a lot of arguments. 
Somotlmea I feel my family could ^et along x^ithout me. 16. Family Worry. 
I xiorry more about my family than other people my age. li/ relatives cause 
me a\ot of worry. Family problems are my greatest xrorry at the 
preooriC time. 17. Childhood . Without a doubt, my childhood x^as the 
hoppld*t time of my life. Vlhen I tmo a child, I had all the things I 
xianted^ Ao^a child, I was as happy as other children I played xd.th. 
18^ Financial x^orry . I worry a lot about family finances. VI think 
my fiimily spends too much money on -foolish things. I x-jlsh xze could 
save more money each month. 19.* Housing . I x^lsh I had a^better house 
to llva in. Thla hous^ alxjays has something that needs fixing. This 
house needs major repairs. 20. Need Money . .1 xv^ish I had more 
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opportunities 'to earn money. I have to go x^ithout sopie things because 
I don't have enough money. I x^ould be a lot happier If I had more money. 
21. Visiting. I would like to spend more time visiting xrtth people. 
I x/ish I had more close friends. I x/ould like to luiojc; xa^^ neighbors 
better. 22. Krei^hborltnes a. • I x/buld like to take part in more 
social activities. I irLoh people VJould visit me more often. Life 
would be more enjoyable if people xjere jnoro neighborly. 23* Good 
MolRhborhood . This neighborhood is an Ideal place to live tp. The 
people in this ncigtiborhood are real friendly. I can^find all the 
things I want to do in thio neighborhogd. 24. Connkuntty Not Good^ 
1 thinlc I would be happier if I moved to* a dif f erent^communlt^^. TOie 



. main trouble XTith this cptnmunity is lacl 



[c of iJiins^i to do. This would 



^ be a better cotflmunity if people were^more friendly. 



/ 
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T^Ue 1. Social and Jconomlc ChiatMcterlBtlco .o£ Vdung-Old and Old-Old Peyaoaa 
In an Urban*"and a Rural Area o£ KontuiJlcy: 1971. 



Character Is til 



llale 
Female 

Religion 
Protestant 
Other , 

B orn tn Kentucky 

No 

Born on Farm 

Yes. 
• No 

Iterltal Status 
Itorrled. 
Single 



Urban 



Young-01d^> OldfOld^V 



' 7. 
26' 
74 



90 
10 



74 
26 



46 
54 



40 
60 



Young-Old Old-Old 
(126^ • M4) 



7. 

25 
75 



09 
11. 



82 
10. 



\ 39 



25 
75 



7. 

45 
54 



96 



06 
.14 



67 
33 



7. 

36 



90 ' • lOQ 

10 0\ , 

< * * - 



100 



43 
57 




Health • Ailments 
None 
1 to 4 
5 or more 



37 
32 
31 



21 
42 
36 



29 
26 
45 



14 
36. 
50 ' 



. Work Statifs • 
Worklns ^ 
Keeping house 
Retired 
Other 

Education 
0-5 years 
6-11 years • 
12-14 years 
15 arid over 

Income 
Under $56o 
$500 - 1,999 • 
$2,000 - 5,999 
$6,00d and over 



26 
35 
36 
3. 



10 

38 

38: 

14 



15 
30 
35 
20 



; 0 
" 32 
64 



11 

36 
32 
21 



14 
57 
10 
11 




v. 



0 
57 
36 

7 



SO 
43 
7 
0 



21 
79 
0 
0 



Old.r<3ld = 



=> Aged 55-74 
Afed 75 and bver 
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Table 2, llcan Attitude Scale Scores of Young-Old and Old-Old Persons 
In an Urban and a- Rural ^ea of Kentucky: 1971, 



3» 



Self-lmapie 
Positive image 
Negative Image' 
Positive health 
Negative health 



Urban 
Y-O* 0-0* 
(9C) (20) 



7.35 
5.65 
'6.06 
6.31 



7.36 
5.07 
5.50 
6.57 



•0.04 
1.00 
1.22 

•0.60 



Y-0 

.11261 

7^26 
6.32 
5.03 
6.83 



Rural' 
0-ti 



7.43 -0.58 
6.71 -0.68 
4.57 2.71 
7.64 -1.28 



Morale 

PesslDii,&tn 
Dreariness' 
Empt£nt}ss. 
Happiness 



6.29 6.21 0.16 6.94 6.50 1.10 

5.49 4.11 3.73 ^"V* 5.81 6.07 -0.41 

6.34 5.46 3.02 ** 6.64 6.07 1.27^ 

6,16 6.50 -1.02 * 6.56 5.79 1.73 



* 



Outlook 
Religious 
Time 

Gratification 
Failure . 



8.24 
6.21 
6.65 
5.61 



8.04 '0.56 
5.50 2.21 
7.71 -2.47 
4.50 2.44 



8.28 
5.90 
7.34 
5.63 



8.43 -0.32 
5.64 0.70 
7.00 0.79 
5.79 -0.37 



Family 

Pride 
, Support 

Rejection 

Worry 

Childhood 



6.36 
7.12 
5.82 
4.71 
6,11 



6.86 -1,55 
7,79 -1.78 
6,36 -1.70 
4.11 1.54 
6.51 -1.17 



ft 
ft 



6.48 
7.80 
6.13 
5.6f 

6i63 



6.50 -0.06 
7.79 0.03 
6.93 -1,31 
6,50 -L,34 
6,71 -0,23 



Economic 
Financial worry 
Housing 
Need money 



5,52 
5.12 
6.09 



4.32 3.86 *** 
4.18 2.74 ** 
4.43 3.67 v«vft 



6.02 6',0J -0,08 
6,37 7;36 -1.74 
6.79 ^A3n£\^63 



Conmunity 
Vlaitlng 
Neighbor line so 
Good neighborhood 
Community not. good 



6.35 
5.94 
7.37 
4.72 



5.36 2.26 * 
6.25 -0.65 
7.36 0.02 
4^14 1.03 * 



6.93 6.93 0.00 

6.96 6i79 0.27 

8.03 €.57 -1.00 

5*45 5.21 .0.40 



ft 



Y-0 ° Aged 55-74 " 

• * r 
0-0 ° Aged 75 and over 




/ 



One-tailed test 
>v P < 0.05 
VrtV p 4jg^ 0.01 
^w.'V; * p < 0.001 



/ 



IS 



FOOraOTES 



^Paper presented at the Garonto logical Society annual meeting, 

Louisville, Kentucky, October 20, 1975. The study vtos made jointly 
by the U. Department of Agriculture and the Kentuclcy Agricultural 
Experiment Station. Interpretations are those p£ the author and 
not necessarily of the U. S. Department of Agriculture or the 
Kentucky Expertoent |tation. Acknowledgement is made to J. S. Broxm, 
A. L. Coleman, C. 11. xS^ughenour , T. t. Ford, B.. Green, M. R. Janssen, 
li. Jordan, and U. F.**'Kenkel for advice and assistance; to S. Goerke, 
P. Vlhitehall. W. Davenhall, and R. King for field work; to C. Morgan 
for assistance vrlth tabulations. 
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